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MARCONI SCANDAL 


A PROTEST founded on unchallengeable 

_. facts which give rise to questions that 
require investigation in the National 
interests. 


AN APPEAL to the Members of the House 


of Lords, the Prime Minister, Members 
of the House of Commons, and all 


interested in upholding the honourable `_ 


traditions and dignity of the Empire, the 
honest conduct of the Nation's affairs 


and the administration of British justice. 


The following article has been compiled from published documents: 


and reports with a view to calling attention to the very discreditable 
state of affairs that has arisen through the charges of fraud and 
dishonourable conduct, which have been alleged against some of the 
parties implicated in the Marconi Scandal, not being properly 
investigated. The article has been submitted to the Prime Minister, 
who has not raised any objection to the facts and statements 
recorded therein nor to their publication. Itis therefore hoped 
that public opinion and protest may so strengthen his hands, that he 
will be enabled to take what is obviously the only proper course in 


the unfortunate circumstances, viz., to order an impartial and ` 


thorough judicial investigation of the facts as now revealed. 


63, St. James’ Street, J. W. HAMILTON. 
London, S.W. 
Feb. 17th, 1921. 


THE MARCONI SCANDAL 


are now being published relating to this notorious scandal? 
Why aresuch discreditable charges allowed to go unchallenged ? 
By what sinister influence are the Government Authorities being 
hindered from investigating the irrefutable evidence of intrigue 
and fraud that has now been revealed ? 
Is the British Nation being Duped ? Defrauded ? Discredited ? 
* * * * 


WN ère IS THE TRUTH regarding the very grave charges that 


, 


A “ Publicity Campaign ” of striking vehemence has been carried on 
for some considerable time in tne United States for the purpose of calling 
public attention to what is described in the pamphlets as " The dirtiest 
swindle on record.” *“* Marconi Wireless Swindle exposed.” 

As very disgraceful charges are being alleged in this campaign, and 
circulated throughout the world, against some of the parties who were 
associated with the Marconi Company's affairs and the Share dealing trans- 
actions in this country, which gave rise to the scandal and about which a 
Parliamentary enquiry and a discussion took place in the House of Commons 
a few years ago—it would seem to be a matter of paramount importance. 
to our national interests and honour, that the alleged disgraceful conduct 
should be judicially investigated, so that justice might be done to all con- 
cerned. 

Serious charges of a similai nature have been made from time to time 
in this country, impeaching the honesty and good faith of the same 
individuals, but for some inexplicable reason investigation has been 
suppressed, and the questionable conduct condoned. Why such grave 
charges should be hushed up and connived at by the Government Authorities 
is a mystery that only proper investigation can solve. 

By what perverted means are those responsible for bringing about 
such a disgraceful scandal allowed to go unpunished, and the most con- 
spicuous figure in the scandal rewarded instead by appointment to the 
highest offices in the land and loaded with personal honours? To whom 
or what is due such an incongruous state of affairs? Cne which is 
unquestionabiy bringing the high traditions of the nation into ridicule 
and contempt throughout the world, if not even worse. | 

In view of the very grave character of the charges which are bcing 
publicly made in the United States and this country, and which have so 
far been quietly ignored by the parties impeached, and also the fact 
that the Government Authorities whose attention has been repeatedly 
called to the discreditable state of affairs, having declined to take any 
action—the following questions and facts are submitted for the earnest 
consideration of all who are interested in upholding the honourable traditions 
of the British Empire and Justice, with dignity and good faith, without 
fear or favour, so that proper steps may yet be taken to restore in 
the national interest that which has been so flagrantly attacked and 
disgraced. | 

The- principal questions arising out of the charges and which proper 
investigation should undoubtedly solve, are as follows :— | 

1. Have the investing public and the Marconi and United Wireless 

Company's Sharchoiders been duped and grossly defrauded 
by means of vicious intrigue, bribery and corruption ? 
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2. Do the evidence and documents relating to the Marconi 
scandal prove that there was a conspiracy artfully organised 
and consummated, whereby great wealth, position and 
power have been wrongfully obtained by the perpetrators by 
means of intrigue, bribery, corruption and fraud ? (It is 
alleged in the United States that there is undeniable documentary 
evidence which proves that there was conspiracy and fraud.) 

3. Have the Government authorities been so overawed or debased by 
those implicated in the scandal, that they have lost all regard for 
probity and honourable conduct in the administration of the 
Nation's affairs ? 

4. Is not the high standard of character and reputation expected 
and held by the Empire's representatives, appointed to uphold 
the dignity and traditions of the Nation's public life in distant 
parts of the world, irretrievably degraded by the Government's 
connivance in such disgraceful conduct as that which has 
been so ignominiously disclosed by the Marconi scandal ? 

5.. Why are not men of British honour, type and character appointed 

` to fill the highest public offices in the land ?—men who can be 
relied upon under all circumstances to do their duty to the 
Country without fear or favour, and not take part in disgraceful 
intrigue for advancing their own or their party's interest— 
men whose past record can be opened before all the world 
without reservation or evasion ? 

The most conspicuous figure implicated in the Marconij scandal is 
undoubtedly the Earl of Reading, who has been publicly named in the 
United States as “The Star Conspirator of the Marconi Clique 
intrigue,” who, when he was Attorney General in His Majesty's Govern- 
ment, accepted shares in the American Marconi Company from his 
brother at an advantage over the general Public, and at a time when 
his brother was endeavouring to secure a very valuable contract 
from His Majesty's Government. The great importance of this con- 
tract to those engaged in pushing the Isaacs-Marconi interests with the 
Government will be readily understood from the fact that a claim was 
made in the British Courts in 1919 against His Majesty's Government by 
Mr. Godfrey Isaacs and the Marconi Company for the enormous sum of 
Seven Million Pounds as damages for loss of profit through the 
Government cancelling the contract owing to the exigencies of the war, and 
further in view of the fact that it was revealed in the Hobhouse-Isaacs 
action in 1918 that Mr. Godfrey Isaacs was to receive 5 per cent. 
Commission on the Company's stupendous profit of Seven Millions, or 
over £350,000. One can therefore appreciate Mr. Godfrey Isaacs’ great 
anxiety to get those dealing with the contract in a favourable and well 
pleased state ot mind, if with nothing worse in view, than the fraternal 
affection as stated by Sir Rufus Isaacs. 

This grave irregularity on the part of Sir Rufus Isaacs (as he was then) 
gave rise to the persistent rumours that members of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment had been gambling in Marconi Shares. The truth of the reports 
was emphatically denied by Sir Rufus Isaacs in the House of Commons 
in unqualified terms. It was, however, subsequently discovered that not 
only had Sir Rufus Isaacs been largely dealing in American Marconi 
Shares, but that he had obtained them from his brother at a considerable 
advantage over the general public, and also that he had been an 
intermediary in obtaining shares on similar favourable terms for 
several of his colleagues in the Government. These facts were 
publicly proved and cannot be denied. 

A select committee was appointed by the House of Commons, ostensibly 
for the purpose of investigating the circumstances in connection with the 
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negotiations attending this very valuable contract, and also the allegations 
and reports which so seriously reflected on the conduct of several Ministers 
of the Crown. Many meetings of the Select Committee were held and a 
great mass of evidence was taken, but owing to the majority of the Com- 
mittee being strongly sympathetic to. those whose conduct had given rise 
to the scandal—-important evidence, investigation and discussion in 
public were vetoed by the partisan majority of the Committee. 

There came a time, however, when the intrigue for blocking the proper 
investigation ot the allegations as to the gambling in Marconi Shares and 
other improper conduct, appeared likely to fail, and that a complete 
exposure of the intriguers and gamblers was imminent. 

It would seem, in order to circumvent such a serious disaster to all 
concerned in the intrigue and gambling, etc., that Mr. Godfrey Isaacs wrote 
a long letter to the Postmaster General, giving notice that the Marconi 
Company intended to repudiate their agreement with the Government and 
withdraw from the business, and indicating that the reasons for taking such 
an inexplicable step wcre in order to enable Mr. Marconi, the Com- 
pany’s staff and himself to be free to attend to other important 
business. Was there ever such a ludicrous and impudent “ bluff” put 
forward as an excuse for repudiating a contract. which was estimated 
to return to a Company's Shareholders a profit of over Seven Million 
Pounds ? and the Managing Director, Mr. Godfrey Isaacs, a commission 
of £350,000, in order to deceive a select committee of intelligent Members 
of Parliament and the Public ? 

What therefore was the pressing influence that compelled Mr. Godfrey 
Isaacs to throw over such an opportunity of earning £350,000 com- 
mission for himself and a profit of Seven Millions for his Share- 
holders ? 

Why were the Marconi Shareholders not informed before this extra- 
ordinary step was taken ? and consulted before the opportunity of earning 
such a handsome profit was thrown away by the repudiation of their 
contract ? Were not the unfortunate Shareholders grossly deceived 
and defrauded by Mr. Isaacs’ unwarrantable and inconceivable action ? 

Was it because Mr. Isaacs was compelled to take this step in order 
to put an end to further investigation by the Committee. ? so as to 
prevent the disclosure of disgraceful transactions, whereby the 
public and the Marconi and United Wireless Company Shareholders 
had been grossly deceived and defrauded, and further, to save those 
implicated in the scandal from being publicly disgraced and punished 
as their conduct deserved ? | 

All these are questions which should be investigated if there is a 
desire on the part of the Government to do right and to uphold the 
prestige of British Justice, and honest dealing in connection with 
the Empire’ s affairs, and to punish the intriguers and those whose 
conduct is responsible for bringing about the scandal. 

The Government, however, for some subtle reason have ignored the 
disgraceful charges, and shielded the wrongdoers by meekly accepting 
the position without proper investigation, and informing the Committee 
that they were not in a position to enforce the contract with the Marconi 
Company, and that it would not be worth while to bring an action for 
damages. The Select Committee, controlled by the partisan majority, 
on receipt of the Government advices, promptly decided after discussion in 
private, that it was unnecessary to proceed further with the enquiry, 
as the agreement had been terminated—-thus the door was closed for 
the proper investigation of the disgraceful conduct that had given rise 
to the reports as to gambling in Marconi Shares--and the wrongdoers 
were practically ““ whitewashed ” by their partisan friends to the 
lasting disgrace of British public life. | 
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It was disclosed from the evidence given before the Select Committee 
by Sir Rufus Isaacs and his brothers that Mr. Godfrey Isaacs directly on his 
return from U.S.A. on April 8th, 1912, informed his two brothers ot the 
contracts he had made on behalf of the American Marconi Company in 
U.S.A., and which were not then to be made known to the public, as in 
consequence the Company's new Shares would certainly go to a premium. 
He then offered them 100,000 of the new Shares in the American Marconi 
Company (the right to these Shares was subsequently proved to belong to 
the English Marconi Company's Shareholders). Sir Rufus stated 
that he declined the offer, but Mr. Harry Isaacs agreed to take 56,000 at 
par or £1 Is. 3d. Mr. Godfrey Isaacs stated that he made the offer to his 
prothers because he thought the shares were likely to be of consider- 
able value. Sir Rufus stated that he attributed the offer entirely to 
fraternal affection. 

Sir Rufus Isaacs apparently changed his mind about taking the new 
American Shares, for he informed the Committee that his brother Harry 
persuaded him on the evening of April 17th to take 10,000 at £2 per share 
which, it was shewn by evidence, would have cost in New York 58 /4 on that 
date. 

On the morning of April 19th the American Marconi Shares were 
formally “ introduced ” to the Market by Messrs. Heybourn and Croft at 
£3 5s. Od. after consultation with Mr. Godfrey Isaacs, when the official 
. statement was given out as to the agreement in America. The price rose 
quickly until it reached £4. Sir Rufus Isaacs sold on that day 7,000 Shares. 
Very late in the enquiry it was discovered that 3,000 American Marconi 
Shares had been purchased for the “Liberal Party Funds ” on the same 
advice and information from Sir Rufus Isaacs. 

What appears, however, to be one of the worst features of the 
scandal was only revealed after the Committee had closed up the 
enquiry. It will be recollected that the Select Committee was specially 
appointed by the House of Commons to investigate and report as to the 
truth of the allegations reflecting on the conduct of several Ministers of 
the Crown ; notably Sir Rufus Isaacs, then Attorney General. 

The Members of the Committee, if they did their duty, were in honour 
bound to act impartially and do their best to ascertain the truth, as to 
whether there was any foundation for the scandalous reports about the 
Ministers gambling in the Marconi Shares. The Members of the Government 
whose conduct had been impeached were thus practically placed on their 
trial for their alléged misconduct. It came out, however, that Sir Rufus 
Isaacs had confided in two Members of the Committee, Mr. Handel-Booth 
and Mr. Falconer (two of the men, mark you, who had been expressly com- 
missioned by Parliament to impartially investigate, judge, and report on 
his conduct), as to his dealings in American Marconi Shares, because 
he knew they were going to examine the journalists who had cir- 
culated the reports. These two confidants of Sir Rufus Isaacs were there- 
fore able to assist in keeping a discreditable secret transaction out of the sight 
of the Tribunal specially commissioned by Parliament to discover it. That 
particular secret, however, was dragged ignominiously into the light of 
publicity, thanks to the courage of some patriotic Members of the Committee, 
but this intrigue with the two Members of the Committee who had assisted 
to block the proper investigation of the rumours remained corcealed, and 
it was not until the cross-examination of Sir Rufus Isaacs in the Rex- 
Chesterton trial, that his relations with Messrs. Handel-Booth and Falconer 
were fully revealed. 

Nor was it revealed to the Select Committee that his brother, Mr. 
Godfrey Isaacs, was trying at the time to obtain the outrageous profit 
of £7,181,000 and a commission of over £350,000 for himself from the 
Government by means of the Imperial Wireless Chain Contract, and further 
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that it would be later on revealed that this brother had been guiltv of very 
disgraceful practices in his endeavours to compel a Minister of the 
Crown to settle his unwarrantable claims with regard to the same 
contract. . | 

The facts and the grave charges that have been disclosed and which 
have been neither challenged nor refuted would seem to show very serious 
breaches of trust on the part of Lord Reading—such as must destroy all 
confidence in his judgment and good faith in his dealings—-for what 
dependence can be placed upon the integrity and honesty of any man who can 
so far forget his duty and the traditions of his high office of Attorney General 
as to take part or acquiesce in such questionable transactions as now 
revealed-—whereby very large profits were obtained for himself and 
his relatives at the expense of a Company's Shareholders, by means 
of inside information received from their Managing Director, who 
was known at the time to be trying to secure a very valuable contract 
from His Majesty's Government ? 

. What confidence, respect, or reward indeed, does a man deserve who 
when his questionable share transactions give rise to discreditable rumours 
reflecting on the personal honour of all Members of Parliament, 
informed the House of Commons that all such suggestions are baseless 
fabrications ? | | 

What sense of honour has a man who would act in such a manner and 
who when found out evinces no shame for his gross deception and misdeeds, 
nor forsooth, offers restitution of the ill-gotten profits to the defrauded 
shareholders ? 

Should not the disclosure of such disgraceful conduct be sufficient to 
compel the retirement of any man into oblivion, anyway as far as the 
Nation's affairs are concerned ? 

.It must be evident from the facts disclosed that Lord Reading's conduct 
can only be regarded as an infamous breach of duty and good faith, and 
whollv inexcusable for one in his position as Head Crown Law Cfficer of 
His Majestv's Government in en of about £20,000 a year from the 
Nation. 

Is not any man who has so sis the highest standard of British 
public life unworthy and unfitted to be the Empire's representative in 
any part of the world, and is not the Nation humiliated and its prestige 
and honour jeopardised bvjthe appointment of men to the highest posi- 
tions in the land, after they have been found out in such dishonourable 
conduct ? And further, is it not an insult to the feelings of the com- 
munities that are so unfortunate as to have such discredited appointees 
forced upon them ? 

The foregoing questions ardfparticulars would seem to call for the 
careful and unbiassed consideration of all who are genuinely concerned in 
upholding the Empire's honour and status in the world to-day. Mr. 
Rudyard Kipling has recorded his disgust for such discreditable conduct 
in no uncertain language, in his very impressive poem “ Gehazi,” recently 
published, and as these very striking lines seem to directly emphasise the 
questions at issue, a perusal of them may be useful. I will therefore venture 
to quote them :— 


“ GEHAZI.” 


Whence comest thou, Gehazi, 
So reverend to behold, 
In scarlet and in ermines 
And chain of Erigland's gold ? 
From following after Naaman 
To tell him all is well, 
Whereby my zeal has made me 
A Judge in Israel. 


Well done, well done, Gehazi, 
Stretch forth thy ready hand, 
Thou barely "scaped from judgment, 
Take oath to judge the land. 
Unswayed by gift of money 
Or privy bribe more base, 
Or knowledge which is profit 
In any market place. 


Search out and probe, Gehazi, 
As thou of all canst try, 
The truthful, well-weighed answer 
That tells the blacker lie : 
The loud, uneasy virtue, 
The anger feigned at will, 
“To overbear a witness 
And make the Court keep still. 


Take order now, Gehazi, 
That no man talk aside 
In secret with the judges 
The while his case is tried, 
Lest he should show them reason 
To keep the matter hid, 
And subtly lead the questions 
Away from what he did. 


Thou mirror of uprightness, 

What ails thee at thy vows, 
What means the risen whiteness 

Of skin between thv brows ? 
The boils that shine and burrow, 

The sores that slough and bleed— 
The leprosv of Naaman 

On thee and all thy seed ? 
Stand up, stand up, Gehazi, 

Draw close thy robe and YO. 
Gehazi, Judge in Israel, 

A leper white as snow ! 


Is not the position as depicted by Mr. Rudyard Kipling a scathing 
reflection on the administration of justice ? Can it be honestly 
challenged ? If not, is it not the duty of everyone who has a regard 
for honest dealing and truth to protest against such an ignominious 
state of affairs, and the appointment of any man to represent the 
nation who has been guilty of such dishonourable conduct ? 

Having shown that there are grave grounds for the suspicion that there 
were very disgraceful transactions which gave rise to the scandal, and 
further that artful intrigue and conspiracy were practised in order to conceal 
the facts and shield the wrongdoers from punishment, it may be of interest 
to examine just how the alleged scheme of fraud and deception was initiated, 
and carried out, and the way in which investigation has been suppressed. 

In 1911 Mr. Godfrey Isaacs, who had not long been appointed Managing 
Director of the Marconi’s Wireless Telegraph Co., Ltd., London, was advised 
that Sir Oliver Lodge’s Tuning Patent which had recently been extended 
by the British Courts for seven years, was considered by “ Wireless ” experts 
to be ** the Master Patent in Wireless,’’ and that it was so regarded in 
this country, Germany and the United States. In view of this, Mr. Isaacs 
was urged to get his co-directors to approve of negotiations being opened up 
with Sir Cliver Lodge's Company to stay the Patent actions then pending 
between the two Companies and join forces with Sir Oliver. The Marconi 
Directors approved the suggestion, witn the result that satisfactory terms 
of agreement were arranged with Sir Oliver Lodge’s Company in October, 
1911, which settled the Patent litigation and gave the English Marconi 
Company the benefit of Sir Cliver Lodge’s very valuable Patents and 
experience. This agreement placed the Marconi Company in a position 
to control Wireless operations practically throughout the world, and 
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changed its financial position from one of threatened bankruptcy to that of 
the great wealth and influence it enjoys to-day. 

The American Marconi Company was at this time in very low water; 
owing to want of funds and competition, the United Wireless Company of 
United States of America being its chief competitor and doing most of the 
American business. The United Wireless Company was, however, in 
difficulties through its directors being prosecuted, and punished for fraudulent 
share dealings, and also through litigation which had exhausted its financial 
resources. These troubles led to a Receiver and Trustees being appointed 
and involuntary bankruptcy. 

A Re-organization Committee was formed in January, 1912, ostensibly 
for the purpose of aiding the Shareholders to protect their interests. This 
Committee submitted a scheme to the Shareholders for re-organizing the 
Company, and induced them to subscribe additional capital amounting to 
$325,000, for the express purpose of paying off the creditors and recovering 
the Company’s assets from the bankruptcy trustees. The Re-organization 
Committee did not carry out their arrangement with the United Wireless 
Shareholders, but allowed their assets to be sold to the Marconi 
interests on very questionable terms, by means of which the United 
Wireless Shareholders apparently got nothing for the additional capital 
they had been induced to subscribe to re-organize their Company, 
and in addition lost the _Whole of their original capital invested in the 
Company. 

The parties who conducted the negotiations for the Marconi interests 
are openly charged in the United States of America with conspiracy 
with the Re-organization Committee, and defrauding the Share- 
holders of the United Wireless Co., by means of which they obtained 
possession of the whole of the United Wireless Company's business 
and assets. An examination of some ot Mr. Godfrey Isaacs” statements 
to the Select Committee reveals what seem to be unquestionably gross 
misrepresentation, fraud and collusion. The scheme appears to have been 
initiated and carried out through the co-operation of Mr. Phillip G. Clifford, 
one of the Trustees in Bankruptcv—who came to England in December, 1911, 
to confer with Mr. Godfrey Isaacs, when a definite agreement was 
arranged for the sale of the United Wireless Company's assets for 
£100,000 in Shares of a new Company to be formed in the United States 
of America. It is recorded in the Marconi Company's Minute-book that 
this agreement was approved by the Marconi Company's Directors 
on December 14th, 1911. 

Notwithstanding the fact that Mr. Isaacs had entered into a definite 
agreement with Mr. Clifford for the sale of the United Wireless Company's 
assets in December, 1911, he made the following sworn statement to 
the Parliamentary Committee on April 10th, 1913, as follows :— 

`I would like to give the Committee the exact facts as fully as I can 
so that they may fully understand what was the position when we went 

` to America, and what we did in America. 

Mr. Marconi and I decided to go to America on hearing from our lawyers 
in New York that the Judge of the Supreme Court had fixed the 25th March for 
the hearing of the action which we had pending against the United Wireless 
Company. Prior to this case having been fixed for trial 1 had received a visit 
from a Mr. Clifford who was one of the Trustees under the Court in the bank- 
ruptcy of the United Wireless Company. He called upon me with a view of 
endeavouring to arrange terms which would avoid the necessity of these actions 
being heard both here and in America, and we did negotiate for some two or 
three weeks, he communicating continuously with a Committee of 
Shareholders of the United Wireless Company in New York. The terms 
that they asked were such that it was quite impossible for us to arrive 
at anything in the nature of a reasonable understanding from my point 
of view. Accordingly Mr. Clifford returned to America. Nothing was done, 


and we went over to be present on the 25th at the EATING" of the action in the 
United States. 
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In the Wright affidavit of July, 1916, paragraphs 7 and 8, it is stated 
:hat Mr. Isaacs opened negotiations with Mr. Cuford I in the Autumn of 1911, 
and as a result :— 

(8) The matter was reported to a special meeting of directors of the 
English Company on December 14th, 1911. The minute was :— 


** The Managing Director reported that he had come to an agreement 
that the United States Courts would be asked to approve the sale of the assets 
of the United Wireless for £100,000 in Shares of a new wireless company formed 
under the laws of the United States, to which the assets of the American Company 
would also be transferred, shareholders receiving in exchange for the shares 
held by them in the original American Marconi Company the equivalent in face 
value of the shares in the new Company. . . . . The agreement was 
unanimously approved by the Board.” 


(9) At some time subsequent to the Directors” Meeting of December 
14th, 1911, Mr. Isaacs changed his intentions as to offering the new capital to 
his Shareholders. He conferred with Mr. Percy Heybourn, the defendants 
Mr. Henry Tufnell Campbell and Mr. Donough O’Brien, and the defendant 
Sidney Francis St. Jermain Steadman, and with the help of all of them he formed 
the scheme which led to the commission of the fraud and breaches of trust which 
are the subject of this action (the Locker Lampson—Wiright action). 


The Mr. Clifford referred to was Mr. Phillip G. Clifford, one of the three 
Trustees in bankruptcy appointed to take charge of the United Wireless 
Co.’s assets. He was a party to the scheme of re-organization sub- 
mitted to the United Wireless Shareholders on February Ist, 1912, and 
to the Sale of the United Wireless Co.’s assets to the re- organization 
Committee, March 21st, 1912, at a price stated to be $600,000, and 
which were re-sold by the'same Committee under an agreement dated 
March 21st, 1912, to the English Marconi Company through Mr. Godfrey 
Isaacs for $700,000, who resold them to the American Marconi Co. 
under an agreement dated March 29th, 1912, for $1,488,000. 

It will be observed from the foregoing statements that Mr. Godfrey 
Isaacs had arranged with Mr. Clifford to purchase the assets of the 
United Wireless Co. some time before December 14th, 1911, and that 
the agreement and plan had been unanimously approved by Mr. Isaacs’ 
Co-Directors at the Special Meeting held December 14th, 1911. It 
will also be observed that Mr. Isaacs informed the Parliamentary Committee 
on April 10th, 1913, in a sworn statement that it was impossible to 
arrive at any understanding with Mr. Clifford in 1911, and that 
nothing was done, all of which was grossly untrue in view of his agree- 
ment with Mr. Clifford in December, 1911. | 

It must be evident from the foregoing that the above transactions 
were open to grave suspicion of collusion and fraud, seeing that a bankrupt 
Company's assets were resold within a few days at more than double 
the price arranged with the Trustees in Bankruptcy. The secret agree- 
ment, however, that was made by Mr. Isaacs with Mr. Clifford in December, 
1911, shows clearly that there was collusion to hand over the United Wireless 
Company's assets to the Marconi interests. 

Having secured the United Wireless Company's business and assets 
for the American Marconi Company by what appears to have been very 
questionable means, Mr. Godfrey Isaacs proceeded to make use of the 
advantage, coupled with the English Marconi Company's success in having 
secured Sir Oliver Lodge's Patents and services, and the Imperial Claim 
Contract from the British Government, for booming the Marconi interests 
in United States of America and elsewhere with a view to encouraging the 

public to come in and subscribe to the capital of his proposed new 
$10, 000,000 American Marconi Company, which he was then forming. 
A tremendous boom in the Marconi Shares was thus created—in America 
and Europe. The £1 Shares in the new American Company were over 
subscribed and forced up to nearly £4, and the English Marconi Company's 
(1 Shares to nearly £10. Enormous profits were thus made by those so 
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3, 


privileged as to be in the “ know 
Company's schemes. 

” Mr. Godfrey Isaacs and his confederates quickly realised that it was a 

unique opportunity for gaining great wealth for themselves and their friends. 

He thereupon initiated and carried through the transactions with the 

American Marconi Shares which gave rise to scathing criticism and comments 

by Lord Robert Cecil in his report of 1913. 

It would appear from what has now been disclosed that Mr. Godfrey 
Isaacs was the principal party in a “ ring ” formed for the purpose of placing 
the American Marconi Shares, that actually belonged to the English 
Marconi Company's Shareholders on thé Market at a fictitious price 
for his own, his friends’ and his relatives’ benefit, and this, too, with his 
reliable inside knowledge that the American Company's assets and Shares 
were not worth a fraction of the * coming out ” price of £3 5s. 0d. 
that he had agreed to fix with Mr. Heybourn, the Company's jobber, who 
was closely associated with Mr. Isaacs in his very questionable - share 
transactions. | | 

The whole business has the appearance ot a gigantic swindle by which 
those in “ the know ” were enabled to unload many hundreds of thousands 
of American Marconi Shares on the market at the fictitious prices that 
these new shares had been forced up to and fixed by those who controlled 
the market and by means of which enormous profits were obtained 
without finding a penny of capital for the new Company. 

Following on the disclosures before the Select Committee as to the 
irregular dealing in the American Marconi Shares, the Stock Exchange 
Committee investigated Heybourn's action with regard to his placing of the 
American Shares on the English Market, and without going into the legal 
aspect of the case, they suspended Mr. Heybourn for five years. 

In respect of his transact.ons in connection with the American Com- 
pany's Shares, Mr. Godfrey Isaacs made some very extraordinary sworn 
statements to the Select Committee which were subsequently found 
to be grossly untrue when the documents and records were examined. 

For instance, Mr. Isaacs m ide the folinwing sworn statement as to his 


own dealings in the American Shares :— 

. I kept for mvself the same number which had been taken by 
each of the directors, 2, 500. I would like here to say that I kept those 2,500 
shares as an investment in exactly the same way as I had recommended others to 
take these shares as an investment ; I never sold a share ; I never bought 
a share ; I never had a transaction in a share, and I was not interested 
in the least in what the market price of the shares was, other than to 
deplore very much that the market should have so run away. That was 
extremely damaging to my company and created extremely difficult circum- 
stances. I did not like in a transaction of this nature. which I had undertaken 
for the sole purpose of carrving through the scheme which I had con- 
ceived in America, and I did not want to make any profit out of it what- 
soever, nor in fact did I, nor have I ever made any profit out of my company 
in any way whatsoever other than that which I am entitled to, or by reason of 
the percentage of the profits, which my company pays me besides the very high 
salary which they pay me for my services. In view of the position which I held 
with them, I did not wish to make anv profit outside that which I was paid, and, 
as I said before, I never have. I have never either bought cr sold. TI have 
never influenced buying or influenced selling.” 

This statement was subsequently found to be utterly untrue, for Mr. 
Isaacs disclosed in his Affidavit sworn September 5th, 1914, in the 
Locker Lampson proceedings, that large parcels of the American Shares 
were sold by him on the Stock Exchange at varying prices but all above 
£1 1s. 3d. 

ILord Robert Cecil, who examined Mr. Isaacs as far as he was permitted 
to do so by the decision of the partisan majority of the Committee, made 


the following ver striking comments in his report :— 
. As regards the 500,000 shares which he undertook to place, 
Mr. Isaacs in his evidence informed the Committee that these (shares had been 
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sold to him outright and that he was entitled to deal with them as he 
pleased and to make any profit he could out of them, but that, as a matter 
of fact, he had passed on £46,000 of profits so made out of the sale to Mr. 
Heybourn to the credit of the company. He stated that a record of this sale 
of 500,000 shares to him would be found in the minutés of the English 
Company. On inspéction, however, it turned out that no such minute 
existed, it being merely stated that the managing director reported the placing 
of 500,000 shares and 200,000 more on option on certain terms. We feel com- 
pelled to state that Mr. Isaacs's account both of his own position with regard 
to these share dealings and with regard to the whole of the transactions con- 
nected with the introduction of these American shares upon the London market 
was not satisfactory. Owing to a decision of the majority of the Com- 
mittee we were precluded from recalling Mr. Isaacs in order to explain 
the discrepancy between his statements and the records produced. 

“30. Finally, it must not be forgotten that the right to the shares offered 
to him (Sir Rufus Isaacs) actually belonged to the English Marconi 
Company. It is true that Mr. Godfrey Isaacs told us that they had been 
sold to him. This account of the arrangement is not borne out by the 
minutes of the company very reluctantly produced by Mr. Godfrey 
Isaacs, nor did Mr. Marconi's recollection or the subject appear to be very 
clear. . . . . When issued they belonged to the English Marconi 
Company, and were at the disposal of Mr. Godfrey Isaacs as the agent of that 
Company.” 

It will be observed from the foregoing that a very gross fraud was 
erpetrated by Mr. Godfrey Isaacs on the United Wireless Company and 
he Marconi Company's Shareholders, firstly, by his disposing of their 
roperty for his own and his friends’ and relations’ benefit, and 
econdly, in arranging to dispose of the American Shares at a fictitious 
rice by manipulating the market, and then by making untrue state- 
nents to his Shareholders and the Select Committee in order to 
'onceal his base and dishonest conduct. 3 

It may be of interest to know that the names of the following distin- 
uished and favoured individuals have been disclosed by Mr. Godfrey Isaacs 
s having been recipients of American Marconi Shares from him in April, 
912, at £1 Is. 3d. per share, the right to which belonged to the English 
larconi Č ompany's Shareholders. 

The Directors, Legal Advisers and Staff of English Company 
eceived the following shares :-— 


Mr. Gugliemo Marconi, Chairman ... sek vas swa aie ... 10,000 
„ Alphonso Marconi, Director... De å AR då sti 2,500 
„ Godfrey Isaacs, Managing Director ... dié bd A sasé 2,500 

Major Flood Page, Director e pe je Ge VER RT 2,500 

Captain H. Rial Sankey, Director Pre vals NG bòn sick 2,500 

Mr. Henry S. Saunders, Director de! PA san sé Hess 2,500 

Colonel Thys, Director à kwè si kl ake 2,500 

Mr. W. W. Bradfield, Director and Manager sea aaa Ve dik 2,500 
„ H. W. Allen, Director and Secretary kai pe ile sa 2,500 
„ E. Coward (1), Co.'s Solicitor . ` på EV 1,000 
„ S. St. I. Steadman (2), Co.'s Solicitor and Director en ved 5,000 
„ I. Hunter Gray, K.C., Co.'s Counsel jg ve se 1,000 
„ A. I. Walter, K.C., Co.’ s Counsel and Arbitrator ude kai I ,000 
„ I. M. Asthury, K. e, Co.’s Counsel, now Judge in C hancery 35.4 1,000 
„ A. S. Birch, Mr. Isaacs' Private Secretary ... eas 250 


- Friends and Relatives received the follow ing shares :- -— 
Mr. H. M. Isaacs” brother dwe ao of 10,000 at f2 to Sir Rufus 


Isaacs) ... A À . 56,000 
Mr. T. Siegman A piker Ln Ge si ES ... 70,000 
Mrs. F. Seta (and his wite's relatives) Re x ii de ... 25,000 
Bank d'Ontremer ee Fou sala n kilé Nei hes as 7,500 
Mr. Levy La, lá ds noe a SA ak set dag Ai 5,000 
Mrs. F. Keyser (his sister) ... Sa Pre ka Ar sa o 5,000 
Mrs. F. Nougeira A kai men vi ma SE Se ... 10,000 
Mrs. N. R. Detmold (his sister asé aki e Peet kak ns 5,000 
Mr. C. Franqui >` F ie e van ak si kwè 2,500 
Lady Seton Karr ==... vid is abs va a ve ai 2,000 
Mr. T. H. D. Berridge se one sak dad oe ss see 500 
Mr. T. M. Deacon ... 2 Lis a MY dd sè sa 1,000 
Mrs. S. Isaacs (his mother) _ sos Gå R. J. he ve -2,500 
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These shares were stated by Mr. Isaacs to have been given to the abo 
at par value or {1 Is. 3d. The coming out price of these shares was fixed 
at {3 5s. Od. per share by Mr. Isaacs and Mr. Heybourn, which gave: 
profit of £2 14s. Od. per share to each of the recipients of these shares. Th 
market price, however, touched £4 Os. Od. within a day ot the stock being 
placed on the market. As no money had to be found tor the payment d 
the shares until the settling day late in June, each recipient had an oppor 
tunity of making nearly £3 per share profit without finding any 
money to pay for their shares. Sir Rufus Isaacs did not pay for his shares 
until 6th January, 1913. 

Mr. Justice Bailhache made the following serious commert in his 
Menn in the Segar and Isaacs’ Action in 1914, when referring to Mr. 

odfrey Isaacs” dealings with the American Shares :— 

“ You see these half million shares had been issued to him (Mr. Godfrev 
Isaacs), at {1 1s. 3d. He had handed over to Mr. Heybourn 250,000 of those 
shares at the same price ; they had been within a few weeks sold on the market 
at £3 ros. and I cannot help thinking that when a director of a Company 
takes half a million shares at £1 ls. 3d. which were marketable a few 
weeks later at £3 10s. that it is a matter which requires explanation, it isa 
matter which is possibly capable of explanation, but it demands explanation, 
and it particularly demands explanation when one considers what was 
riter price of similar shares in America at the time of this trans- 
action.” 

Following on the disclosures before the Parliamentary Committee, 
a Member of Parliament, Mr. Locker Lampson, and a qualificd barrister 
(Mr. Peter E. Wright) a Member ot the Inncr Temple, took proceedings on 
behalf of themselves and other shareholders. A responsible firm of solicitors 
of recognised standing and experience, Messrs. Brown, Baker and Company, 
carefully investigated the Company's books and documents disclosed in the 
action, with the result that very definite charges of fraud are formulated 
and set out in an affidavit anc sworn to as true by one of the Plaintiffs, the 
nature of which the following extract from Mr. Peter E. Wright's Affidavit 
of July 11th, 1916, will give a general idea as to the gravity of the charges 
which have been made against Mr. Isaacs and other defendants in the 
proceedings:--- 

“ I, Peter Emanuel Wright, of 16, Maddox Street, in the County of London 
(sub- lieutenant in the Royal Naval Air Service), one of the above- named plain- 
tiffs, make oath and say as follows :— 

" (1) I say that these motions are not made bona fide for the purpose of 
staying a vexatious action, but that they are an attempt to stifle the action 
solely because the discovery which the plaintiffs have obtained from the defen- 
dants is establishing that the defendant, Godfrey Isaacs, has been guilty 
of and has deliberately concealed gross fraud and breaches of trust 
towards the defendant company, and the defendants, Heybourn and Croft, 
Billett, Campbell and Grenfell, and Sidney St. Jermain Steadman have partici- 
pated in the same and the other defendants (except the company) have partici- 
pated in or been parties to such breaches of trust, and the interests of justice 

` require that this action shall go on. The said fraud and breaches of trust 

developed and were carried out and afterwards concealed.” 

By some extraordinary means the Plaintiffs were induced to discontinue 
their action at the last moment before the case was argued in Court, the 
Agreement being arranged without their Counsel’s approval and that 
the terms of Settlement were not to be mentioned in Court. A large sum of 
money (£14,000) was paid to the Plaintiffs by two of Defendants and the 
Company was called upon to pay the costs incurred by the Directors. 
Following on the Agreement Mr. Godfrey Isaacs reported to his shareholders 
that * All charges in the Action have been unconditionally withdrawn 
and were wholly unfounded.”” 
| With the foregoing knowledge as to what had transpired with regard 

to his dealings in the American shares and the sworn charges of fraud in the 

Wright Affidavit could he have made a more misleading report to his share- 

holdeis as to the true position with regard to the action? Could a more 

discreditable series of grave charges as set out in the Parliamentary Com- 
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tittee's report and in the Wright Affidavit be made against the Managing 
director of a Public Company—the proper conduct of which is of greatest 
nportance to the nation? It cannot be imagined for a moment that the 
'arliamentary Committee, the Stock Exchange Committee and Mr. Justice 
sailhache were influenced by sinister motives in placing on record, after 
areful investigation, their opinion as to Mr. Godfrey Isaacs’ conduct, or that 
he Plaintiffs’ Advisers and Counsel were a party to formulating baseless 
:harges of fraud, and which were wholly unfounded, after carefully 
nvestigating the Company's books and documents disclosed in the 
ction. 


It must be apparent from the foregoing that the matter is no longer 
1 case for Government inaction, but is one which, if Justice and Right 
n this country are to be upheld, must be investigated before a legai 
ribunal. | 

In September, 1917, the Public Prosecutor's attention was called by 
he writer to the very obvious misrepreseniation and fraud then being 
yractised on the Marconi Shareholders and investing public, as disclosed in 
he Company's Directors’ Annual Report, who replied on October 31st, 1917, 
is follows :— 

“ Your complaint with all its attendant circumstances is not in my poa 
of a character either to call for or to justify my intervention as Director of Public 
Prosecutions.” 

When asked to kindly explain his reasons for coming to such a decision, 
re replied :— | 

“ I have nothing now, and shall have nothing hereafter to add to the letter 
which I addressed to you upon the 31st October last.” 


Why was the Public Prosecutor apparently so indignant on his attention 
being called to this public scandal? Why .tid he decline to do what was 
bviously his duty ? 

As the Public Prosecutor's decision and replies appeared to be so dis- 
courteous and unsatisfactory, the writer was advised to submit all particulars 
to the Right Hon. David Lloyd George, then Prime Minister, so as to call 
his attention to the deplorable manner in which the scandalous conduct 
of those charged with fraud was being connived at by the Government 
Authorities and that it was discrediting the nation and bringing the 
administration of justice into contempt. 


The particulars and documents were therefore sent to the Prime 
Minister on Januarv 3rd, 1918, to which the following polite reply was sent 
n Janvary Tth :— | 


"10, Downing Street, 
i “ Whitehall, S.W.r. 
“ Dear Sir, “ January 7th, 1918. 
“ With reference to your letter of the 3rd inst., I am desired by the Prime 
Minister to inform you that he regrets that the matter does not appear to be 


¿one in which he can interfere. 
"I am therefore returning the enclosures which you forwarded with your 


letter. 
“ (Signed) F. L. STEVENSON.” 
It will be observed that the Prime Minister does not venture in his 
eply to make any comment as to the serious nature of the charges to which 
us attention had been called. Why? 


As the Prime Minister's reply was not satisfactory the writer was then 
dvised to submit all the particulars to the Right Hon. A. J. Balfour, 
hen Secretary or State—Foreign Affairs-—in order to call his attention to 
he scandalous charges that were being published in the United States 
bout Lord Reading and his brothers. The following interesting and 
ourteous reply was sent to the writer on behalf of Mr, Balfour :— 
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o i E “ Foreign Office, S.W.1., 
“Sir, “ 23rd February, 1918. 
“ With reference to your letter of the 14th instant, relative to the affair 
- of the Marconi Wireless Telegraph Company, I am directed by Mr. Secretar 
Balfour. to inform you that, after full consideration, he regrets his inability t 
take any action in the matter. | 
“I am, Sir. 
` Your most obedient, humble Servant, 
“ (Signed) I. WELLESLEY.” 


In eli to the writer's further letters enclosing copies of the Unite: 
States of America pamphlets and pointing out the gravity of the scandal 
and that steps should be taken to put an end to it and refute the charges 
- the following ai was sent to the writer on oske of Mr. Balfour :— 

l “ Foreign Office, 
“ Dear Sir, ‘28th February, 1918. 

** Ï am desired by Mr. Balfow to acknowledge the receipt of your lette! 
of the 26th February. I am to return the enclosed which accompanied it. 

i a “I am, dear Sir, 

“ Yours faithfully, 
“ (Signed) CECIL DORMER.’ 


It will be observed that Mr. Balfour politely states that he regrets 
his inability to take any action in the matter—but he does not question 
the facts submitted or resent the writer's action in calling attention to the 
scandalous state of affairs. 

Full particulars of the serious charges of fraud and the necessary 
documents were also submitted to the Right Hon Sir F. E. Smith (then 
Attorney General), on 18th December, 1917, and the 15th and 22nd January, 
1918, to which the following reply was sent :— 


“ Attorney General, 
" Dear Sir, “22nd February, 1918. 
“With reference to your letters of 18th December and the 15th and 22nd 
Januarv last, the Attorr.y General, who has now returned from America, has 
fully considered the submissions made in your communications and the effect 
and purport of the documents which you enclosed. The. Attorney General 
does not propose to take any action in the matter. 
* Ï am, dear Sir, 
“ Yours faithfully, 
“ (Signed) J. W. Ross Brown, 
“ Private Secretary.” 


Further evidence and documents were sent to the Attorney General 
on February 26th, 1918, to show that there were substantial grounds for 
his taking action and investigation of the gross charges of fraud and cor- 
ruption that were being publisned concerning the Marconi management. 
He, however, again declined to take any action, and wrote as follows :— 


“ Attorney General, 
“ Dear Sir, “28th February, 1918. 
“ The Attorney General iias your letter of the 26th inst. enclosing a copy 
of a letter addressed by you to the Secretary for Foreign Affairs, dated February 
14th. The documents which you forwarded are returned as requested. 
“ The Attorney Gencral sees no reason to alter the decision which has 


been already communicated to you. 
| “ I am, yours truly, 
“ (Signed) J. W. Ross BROWN, 
“ Private Secretary.” 


It will be observed that the Attorney General does not raise any 
point about the serious charges ortry to refute them in any way, but 
just accepts the position as though he was powerless in the matter, or 
overawed by some mysterious influence that prevented him doing his duty. 

The Attorney General having declined to take action, and as further 
discreditable charges and statements referring to Lord Reading and the 
Marconi Scandal were being published in the United States—the writer 
wrote again to the Prime Minister on March 21st, 1918, and sent copies of 
the scandalous pamphlets and urged that proper~ investigation was 
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| 
mperative to put a stop to the scandal—to which the following reply 
vas received from the Prime Minister :— 
** 10, Downing Street ; 
“ Whitehall, S.W 1. 


“ Dear Sir, — “ March 26th, 1918. 
“I am desired by Mr. Lloyd George to acknowledge the receipt ot vonr 


A Yours faithfully, 
“ (Signed) F. L. STEVENSON.” 

The Right Hon. Bonar Law, then Chancellor ot the Exchequer, was also 
nformed by the writer on March 21st, 1918, as to the discreditable charges 
hat were being made in U.S.A., and copies of the pamphlets were sent 

im. The following curt reply was sent by Mr. Bonar Law :— 

| “ Treasury Chambers, 
“ Whitehall, S.W., 
“Sir, “23rd March, 1918. 
“Tam desired by Mr. Bonar Law to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of a March, on the subject of the Marconi Company. 
* Yours truly, 
* (Signed) L. C. DAVIDSON.” 

As the Attorney General, the Prime Minister and Mr. Bonar Law did 
not apparently cönsider it was their duty to take any steps to have the 
scandalous conduct of the Marconi intriguers and supporters investigated or 
checked, their conduct and claims naturally became more aggressive, 
cozening and debased as evidenced by the outrageous claim of Seven 
Millions that was put forward on behalf of the Isaacs-Marconi interests 
by Mr. Godfrev Isaacs and backed up by his shocking blackmailing 
threats on a Minister of the Crown as disclosed in the action and in the 
Hobhouse case in 1918, The Attorney General, Sir F. E. Smith (since 
appointed Lord Chancellor of England and raised to the peerage as Lord 
Birkenhead) did not put forward what migi» have been irrefutable pleas 
of defence to the claim, sufficient indeed to nuliity any agreement with the 


Government and to upset any such claim made by “ ordinary ” litigants, 
VIZ. :— 


letter of the 21st, and to say that same shall receive attention. N 


“ That while the matter in question va: under consideration of Parliament 
the contractor's representative offered to a men:ber of the Government a valuable 
consideration—and that this financial favour was conferred and accepted whilst 
the decision of Parliament was in doubt—and secondly, the obvious blackmailing 
threats made to Sir Charles Hobhouse in order to press him to agree to a sub- 
rosa settlcment of the outrageous claim of seven Millions.” 

But for some occult reason the Attorney General did not think fit to 
put forward what might have been damning pleas of defence, or that it was 
necessary to have the case fully investigated. He preferred to deal gently 
and generously with the intriguers, and in the middle of the case to sur- 
render to the Marconi Company under the curious plea of “ saving legal 
ixpenses ”—with the result that the country was called upon to 
pay the Marconi Company the huge sum of £590,000 and costs 
which of course included a 5% Commission of £29,500 for Mr. Godfrey 
kaacs, a trifling compensation for his energy and the very questionable 
tactics adopted by him for obtaining the contract and forcing a favourable 
ettlement when compared with the £360,000 commission that he had 
tied to obtain) for nothing—nothing, mark you—unless it can be rightly 
garded that the debasing scandal with its attendant mysterious silence, 
naction, collusion and connivance in dishonourable conduct is of some value 
the nation, or that it was better to pay the above huge sums than to have 
le gross scandal re-opened and judicially investigated with the certain 
rospect of those implicated in the scandal and the suppression of the facts 
n the Parliamentary and other investigations, being publicly disgraced, 
nished and driven from public life as their conduct undoubtedly 
serves. 
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There can. pe no question but that the facts.and particulars now di 
regarding this world-wide scandal have revealed that a disgraceful atteg 
was made by Mr. Godfrey Isaacs to obtain a very large sum of moi 
viz., £7,181,000 for his Company and a Commission of £360P 
for himself from the Government by means of the Imperial Wi 
Chain Contract—and that he made very improper offers of share 
Members of the Government at a time when the placing of this conti 
was under the consideration of Parliament—and further, that he impropf 
used the. American Marconi Company's Shares, the right to which belog 
to his English Marconi Company's Shareholders, for this purpose, and 
tor advancing the interests of his friends and relatives. é 

` The administration of justice has been demoralized and debased by: 
scandal—the public life ot the country lastingly disgraced—the Nation; 
the Marconi Company's Shareholders duped and defrauded—and ti 
implicated in the scandal and also those responsible for bringing about sud 
discreditable state of affairs have been ennobled and made all-powerfull 
the great wealth and positivn obtained through their misdeeds. 

Is it not therefore of grave importance to all concerned in the weif 
of the Nation that the debasing scandal should be properly inves 
gated, so that the discredit may be wiped out and the honourable traditio: 
of the Nation restored ? 

In conclusion let me urge all who are sufficiently interested in the welfa 
of their Country as to read the foregoing facts and particulars, to serious. 
consider them and the disgraceful conduct they reveal—and realise that | 
must be a shameful and degrading reflection on the Nation's honour, prestig 
and commercial morality for its business and political affairs to be controlle 
by men who have proved themselves so unworthy of confidence, and s 
devoid of all principle and honour in their dealings as to take part in viciou 
intrigues to defraud and dec. 2e you in order to advance their own, thei 
friends” and their relatives” interest to your discredit and loss; and mar 
you, without any shame for their dishonourable conduct. 

May I remind you to bear in mind the now historieal but none the les 
exhilarating command ** Wake up!!!” Wake up, I repeat—be Briton 
and defend yourselves from che enemy—a worse enemy indeed than th 
Germans proved to be, if that were possible—an enemy that is surel 
attacking and destroying all that is essential to the preservation of ou: 
traditions as to * British Justice ” and ** the honest conduct of th 
Nation's Affairs,” and even for the preservation of the Empire itself 

Do not allow yourselves tr be any longer filched of your birthright, but 
take immediate steps to safeguard your Country and your Honou: 
from that insidious foe--bribery, corruption and vicious intrigue 
coupled with blackmailing and blackest perjury—-and protect you 
selves from being further dup.u, defrauded and discredited by means o 
chicanery, sophistry and other cozening knavish tricks which mus 
surely, if unchecked, bring about your ruin and the destruction 0 
the Empire. 


63, St. James' Sree: J. W. HAMILTON. 
London, S.W. 


February 14th, 1921. 


Broglia, 109 Nortoft Rou 
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